STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 20,124
)
Appeal of )

| NTRCDUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals a decision of the Ofice of
Vernont Health Access (OvHA) not to provide Medicaid coverage
for hospital and physician services the petitioner received
in Massachusetts in March 2005. The issue is whether the
hospi tal and physicians in questions were Vernont Medicaid

providers at the tinme they rendered the services

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The petitioner has received Medicaid benefits for
sonme time and in the past has received covered services from
doctors at Massachusetts General Hospital, nobst recently in
January 2005.

2. Bet ween March 4 and 22, 2005, the petitioner
recei ved physician services fromfour different doctors at
Mass. General. The Departnent has notified himthat none of
t hese services were covered by Medicaid because at the tinme
t he services were rendered none of these doctors were

enrol |l ed as Vernont Medicaid providers.
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3. The petitioner represents that on the days these
services were rendered he presented his Medicaid card to
t hese physician's offices, and that they did not tell him
t hat the services would not be covered.

4. The petitioner does not dispute the Departnent's
representation that these doctors had allowed their
enrollment in Vernmont Medicaid to | apse before March 1, 2005.

5. These doctors have since billed the petitioner for
t hese services.

ORDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.

REASONS

The Medicaid regul ations specifically preclude paynents
for "itens and services ordered by an individual not enrolled
as a Medicaid provider". WA M § M51.1(1). The
regul ati ons define providers as those "currently approved to
provi de nedi cal assistance to a beneficiary pursuant to the
Vernmont Medicaid Progranf. 1d. 8 MI55.1. In this case, the
petitioner does not dispute the Departnent’'s representation
that the providers in question were not enrolled in Vernont

Medi cai d when they treated the petitioner in March 2005.
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At the hearing, held on March 3, 2006, the petitioner
was advi sed that provisions of Vernont consuner protection
| aws may preclude the providers frombeing able to bill the
petitioner for services that they did not disclose to him
were not covered by Medicai d—sonething it appears they should
have known at the tine they rendered the services in
guestion. The petitioner was advised to contact the Vernont
Attorney Ceneral's Ofice, Consunmer Protection Division if
t hese providers continue to bill him

However, inasnuch as the Departnent's decision not to
cover the services in question under Mdicaid appears
supported by the regul ations and the pertinent facts, the
Board is bound by law to affirm 3 V.S. A 8§ 3091(d), Fair

Hearing Rule No. 17.



